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roturn match between him and Dr. Cyril Wecht, ths reknowned forensic pathologist, when 
uho CM ^Crossfire" show marked the 30th anniversary, on November 19, 1993. 

fhis is what the transcript reflects, with Wecht speaking, on page 4: 



• :A.Jm l ~ 



, What Mr. Posner 

K-eeps talking about is this computer enhancement, this 
simulated thing. He forgets and ignores to tell you — 
please, Mr. Posner, be honest with your viewers and your 
hosts tonight and let them know that the other scientists 
at the FAA who did this work, and not for you, Mr. Posner, 
but for the American Bar Association, to sell their wares, 
that one half of them at least disagreed, including the 
president of the corporation. 

- KINSLEY: How about that? 

Dr. WECHT: So don’t talk about — 

Mr. POSNER: No, no — 

Dr. WECHT: One more point with regard to — 

Mr. POSNER: Don’t distort the record. 
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idling tne truth, is to Posner disti^er distortif^' the record! 

„ , . 

Posner continued to evade and instead of responding^sought to attack “echt, 
saying what is obviously false, "Tou're trying to attack the sources because you can't 
deal with the substance." 

Wecht replied, " r fl:.e source? You have represented that you had a special study 
done-" Ponser again interrupted to say, hdSSSTminute. It's public record, and 

\| \j) * 

i have this-" U id here Posner^' as saves by the miderator's interruption and changing of 

■^".thc suoject, xo the conclusions of the nock trial. Posner even lied about that, not 

admixxing that the jury did not agree with him and his use oFr&he. prosecution side of 
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ihese digressions to save Posner continued, with ,Pat~Buchanan pi telling in to help 

ch ''hfrf: mw&Z J 

nm out. The last of his shys taring on this sub jec^- without his ever telling or admitting 
the truth, 
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is Posner's representation^- shyst er worded , that there was no disageement at Failure 
Analysis in its bar assassociation presentation. Buchanan did not even let him finish 
his careful misrepresentation, "There's no disagreement on the people who did the study-" 
That was not the issue or the question. Posner refers to t he prosecution side only. 
They are the ones "who d±4 the study." The other side disproved that "study" as the 
jury reflected in refusing to indict based on ito 



Obviously, vheH Failure Analysis presented both sides in tliat mock trial and the 
defense side load only to keep the jury from agreeing with the prosecution, the defense 
had no need to make any^iSSTstudy and there was the very obvious disagreement between 
the two sides, both presented by Failure Analysis. 



These are but two of the public exposures of Posner's literary thievery and his 
steadiasb rsiusal re oe tru^hrul aoout it. But so intent is the major media tin lamb a 3 ting 
the people with what in any way supports the official assassination mythology that KBC- 



T v arranged for and went ahead with its announced' min-series starring this nonstop 

A 

snystering l^far, fraud and literary thief. 

Such TV endorsements 01 him and his dishonest work — after he and it were exposed 



for what they are: 



(^OuG co sell: fiiizz follows iii Gvcni ± did not begin this 
with iff) 



section on Failure Analysis 



Ponser's complaint to the Pest was over what Jeffry A. Frank, a deputy editor of 
its 0 unday Outlook section, said in his October 31 review in the Post’s Sunday b ock 
World section; 



ure 



"Posner uses 
Analysis. Yet 



computer enhanced material developed by the San rancisco firm Fail— 
R°S er McCarthy, the firm's CEO (ewe chief executive officer^ has 



since expressed outrage over what he 
d.ta - including an implication th&t 
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At the very least, EEC's largo \i 



calls a 'fundamental misrepresentation' of the 
tne work was commissioned by Posner. "2nz2az£yz 
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ashington staf . , particularity its news staff, was 
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aware of these /exposures of Posner's dishonesty and the undependability of his book. 

, r , . — CLrtd ^ 

let 1TBC— TV was not a bit discouraged in its ^ coast-to-coast endorseraintT^f him 



and his book for i ’ebruary, 1994 telecasting. 

It has to have been aware of much more than this that told it/- Posner and his 
book were dishonest and were frauds. But none of this made any difference to BBC. 

J-t, like the other major media, has always propagated th£ official assassination 
mythology and it was not going to change and tell the truth. 



Or cancel what it expected to make money from airing. 




